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PFMARKS ^AHfiTTTVlENTS 

.ppUcan. .as amende. '"-P-^^teSfr^St s'"'^^^^^^^ 
6, and S which further define *e — have eanccied claims 2-4. 6a„d 8 to 

volatiUty UV stabilizer and the =J''='°«''P'''>yi^'^^^^^ i, „peated a limitaUon found in 

rirrari h^raS^e^d:— cL, 25 .^i.es .he specific 
*:^rd?n o?l;doafiphatic polyester and UV stabiUzer used in the examples. 

.heB«has„^-«.^^--^^^ 
comments in the April 29, 2004 Office Action. 

mtennediate >ay-— ^ 29 Ire closely allga Ore 

I'pe^:; L'Ta^^ Xd^e that ^ available. An important eharacterisUc of these 

com^o^^tfonsln improved gloss retendon that is observed upon weathenng. 

^, • .i,..™«e,istic of the outer surface of a material. Those skilled in the art believe 

giving good gloss retention. 
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L.imi .. ..,.m;..i. :.:..! 



Pp:Cp/PG.Ti02 




2.S 
5.0 



;PC?e.;D/BC,^ 



^Hy m wouM be .he case „oc reaUj, ^^^^^^^^^ 
ret;Z -ulXve"btn p^ic,;d o. expected by a person skUW in .he an. 

ADDlicai..s further note tha. the Examiner has argued tha. you would expect an 
, .l^lTcoiorp^—^^^^^^^^^ 

rs^^ver^^p:^'^^^ 

argument would suggestftatthecolo^^^^^^^ 

The Examiner has again rejected the claims as obvious over the combination of 
MacGregor and Susi. Applicants respectfully trave,-se this rejection. 

The Examiner states that MacGregor discloses a polycarbonate substrate and a 
cycloaliphatic poTyester layer which includes UV absorbers and light ^tabiUzers o he general 
t^e redted in claim 23. The Examiner acknowledges that MacGregor does not teach the 
sSc UvTbsorbers and hindered amine light stabilizer (HALS) as [-^^^ m the d^^^^^ 
Further while MacGregor is said to teach an intermediate decorative layer the Exammer 
acCwkdges that MacGregor does not specifically teach a PCCD intermediate layer. The 
Ex^,^er^swers these issues by citing Susi for a teaching of the combmation of a tnazme UV 
absXr andX^; and by stating thafthe cycloaliphatic polyester materials of the mven.on are 
shownTo have impr;ved weatherability and solvent resistance. Apphcants respectfully 
disagree with the rejection. 

The Examiner has argued in the Office Action of April 19, 2004 that "^^e reference 
teaches the improved weatherability of the cycloaliphatic polyester materials. It has been the 
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intemdiate and upper layers to ^"^P ^^^^^^^ Tsingle label. However, as 

the Exammer is combimng al l^^^*^'^!* ^^^td fn^^^^ is increased gloss retention. The 

ra^-hr.pr=;^^^ 

is a mere counting of examples, ^- -^^l^l Tv^^sSd in tke art would not believe the 
Rather, the Examiner must P'^^^^^^^f^;! class as claimed. Here, the Examiner 

compounds tested to be '^^'^'f^^^'^l^'^^^^^^ the art, or provided reasons why the 

has not identified other cycloahphatic P^^f^^^^^^^^^ ^om PCCD as to have different 

person skilled in the art m.ght consider them to be so <^^^^^ .^^^ ,U 

properties. Indeed, the Exammer's -^^W ^ Ex S not identified other 
cycloaliphatic polyesters are -l^'^- . ^^"^^^^^^^^^^^ a pei-son skilled in the art might 
hydioxyphenyl tr,azines or ^y'^'^'^'^^'^Zt Zco^^^^^ the Examiner has not provided any 

Applicants might perform additional testmg. 

For the foregoing reasons, Applicants submit that all of the c^ims of ^is application are 
in form foi allowance, favorable reconsideration is respectfully urged. 

.UsnotedthatintheAdvisoi. Action mai^^^^^^^^^^ 
the evidence submitted expec'ted." The basis 

j^istsTrir 

dear and detailed explanation of the Examiners reasoning. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Marina T. Larson Ph.D. 
PTO Reg. No. 32,038 
Attorney for Applicant 
(970) 468-6600 
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